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Adams, Ho e

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Wessinger-Hill, JoAnne
Tuesday, September 7, 2021 6:11 PM

Hall, Roger; Grube-tybarker, Carri; John J. Pringle, Jr.; Heather Smith; Heather Smith;
fellerbetirobinsongray.corn; fellerbe@robinsongray.corn; Mustian, Ben
PSC Contact
FW: [Externall 2020-263-E
2020-263-E Notice Regarding Legally Enforceable Obligation Election.pdf; 2020-263-E
Petition for Rehearing or Reconsideration.pdf

Thank you, Attorney Pringle, for the courtesy copy of the filing. It is appreciated.

A copy of this email and attachments will be placed in the DMS in accordance with Commission policy.

Jo Anne

Qu Anne C% usingw ~ill
C.jo Anne Wessinger Hill, Esq.
General Counsel to the Commission
Public Service Commission
State of South Carolina
101 Executive Center Drive, Suite 100
Columbia, SC 29210

Email: oAnne.Hill sc.sc. ov
803-896-8100 (main) I

803-896-5188 (f) l

The information contained in this e-mail message is public and will be
filed in the Docketing Management System (DMS) for the corresponding
docketed matter. Any responsive e-mail message by you should also be
filed by you in the DMS for this matter. If the reader of this message
does not want certain information, which is meant to be discussed only
between the parties and not Public Service Commission of South
Carolina (Commission) staff, please do not use "reply all" to this
message. Any e-mail message involving the Commission or Commission
staff is also subject to the provisions of Commission Order No. 2019-748
in Docket No. 2019-329-A; shall be published in the docket for this
matter; and should also be copied to all parties of record in the



AC
C
EPTED

FO
R
PR

O
C
ESSIN

G
-2021

Septem
ber8

12:26
PM

-SC
PSC

-2020-263-E
-Page

2
of9

docket. If you have received this communication in error, please
immediately notify us by telephone at (803) 896-5100.

From: Jack Pringle &Jack.Pringleoarlaw.corn&
Sent: Tuesday, September 7, 20214:24 PM
To: Duke, Daphne &daphne.duke@psc.sc.gov&; Wessinger-Hill, JoAnne &JoAnne.Hillgpsc.sc.gov&
Cc: Mustian, Ben &BMustian@ors.sc.gov&; Hall, Roger &rhall@scconsumer.gov&; Grube-Lybarker, Carri
&clybarker@scconsumer gov&; Frank R. Ellerbe iii &fellerbe@robinsongray.corn&; Heather Smith &Heather.Smtth@duke-
energy.corn&; Breitschwerdt, E. Brett &bbreitschwerdt@mcguirewoods.corn&; DeMarco, Tracy S.

&TDeMarco@mcguirewoods.corn&; DeGrandis, Bill D. &billdegrandislpaulhastings.corn&; McGrath, Jenna
&jennamcgrathtmpaulhastings.corn&
Subject: [External] 2020-263-E

The attached were filed on behalf of Cherokee County Cogeneration Partners, LLC in the above-referenced Docket.

Jack P.

Jack Prjngle
Partner, CIPP/US

AD/ttM5 AND R.EESE I.i.»

1501 Main Street, 5th Floor Columbia, SC 29201
llllein 803.254.4190 Direct 803.343.1270 Mobile 803.479.5764
eFax 803.343.1238 Fax 803.779.4749

jack.pringle arlaw.corn

Website Bio vCard Map mgmig
View our COVID-19 resources.
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BEFORE THE
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF SOUTH CAROLINA
DOCKET NO. 2020-263-E

Cherokee County Cogeneration Partners, LLC

Complainant,

Duke Energy Progress, LLC and Duke
Energy Carolinas, LLC,

Respondents.

)
)
)

NOTICE REGARDING
LEGALLY ENFORCEABLE

)
OBLIGATION ELECTION

)
)
)

In this Commission's Order No. 2021-604 issued on August 27, 2021 (the "Order") in the

above-referenced Docket, the Commission required Cherokee to notify DEC and this Commission,

within seven (7) business days, whether "Cherokee chooses the avoided cost rate, using the

methodology approved by the Commission, as of the date Cherokee established the LEO,

or the date ofdelivery following its 2012 PPA term, January I, 2021." (Ordering Provision No. 5).

Accordingly, Cherokee chooses the calculation of the avoided cost rate as of the date of the LEO,

i.e., that rate which is "based upon the avoided cost rate methodology determined and approved by

the Commission and existing on September 17, 2018...." (Ordering Provision No. 3).

As set forth in the concurrently filed Cherokee Petition for Rehearing or Reconsideration,

Cherokee requests that this Commission clarify that such avoided cost is $ 110 per kW-year,

inclusive of start up costs ($ 90 per kW-year with start up costs paid separately), consistent with Mr.

Strunk's testimony—the only avoided cost rate developed in accordance with this Commission's

orders and rules in effect at the time Cherokee established the LEO. Cherokee further notes that

DEC's revised rates in its Late Filed Exhibit for October 2018 (revised to reflect a 10 year tolling

agreement), actually yield a higher rate of $ 119 kW-year, exclusive of start up costs, as
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recalculated by Cherokee witness Strunk to correct certain errors and flaws. See Cherokee

Comments on Late Filed Exhibit, p. 2 (August 12, 2021).

Respectfully submitted,

~IJ h J.Pi I J.
John J. Pringle, Jr.
Adams and Reese LLP
1501 Main Street, 5th Floor
Columbia, SC 29201
Phone: (803) 343-1270
Fax: (803) 779-4749

William DeGrandis
Jenna McGrath
Alexander Kaplen
Paul Hastings LLP
2050 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036
(202) 551-1700
bil lde randis aulhastin s.com
'ennamc rath aulhastin s.com
alexanderka len aulhastin s.com

Attorneysfor Cherokee County Cogeneration
Partners, LLC

September 7, 2021
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BEFORE THE
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF SOUTH CAROLINA
DOCKET NO. 2020-263-E

Cherokee County Cogeneration Partners, LLC

Complainant,

Duke Energy Progress, LLC and Duke
Energy Carolinas, LLC,

Respondents.

)

)
)
)
) PETITION FOR REHEARING OR
) RECONSIDERATION
)
)
)
)

Cherokee County Cogeneration Partners, LLC ("Cherokee"), pursuant to S.C. Code Ann.

58-27-2150, S.C. Code Ann. Regs. 103-825, and S.C. Code Ann. Regs. 103-854, respectfully

moves the Public Service Commission of South Carolina ("Commission") to rehear or reconsider

certain aspects of its Order No. 2021-604 issued on August 27, 2021 (the "Order") in the above-

referenced Docket.

I. Background

Cherokee appreciates the "significant challenge to resolve the issues in this docket"

(Order, p. 31), particularly given the expeditious review of the issues and prompt issuance of the

Order. Cherokee submits this limited Petition because the Commission addressed all but one of

the issues that the parties placed before the Commission. As set out in Cherokee's Post-Hearing

Memorandum of Law (Page I ), these issues were: I) Did Cherokee establish a legally

enforceable obligation ("LEO") with Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC ("DEC") in September of

2018, therefore entitling Cherokee to DEC's avoided cost rates for energy and capacity?; and 2)

What are DEC's avoided costs, including energy and capacity components, to which Cherokee is
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entitled pursuant to

PURPA?'ccordingly,

the Order determined that "Cherokee established a legally enforceable

obligation (LEO) with Duke Energy Carolinas on September 17, 2018, to sell its power at Duke

Energy Carolinas'voided cost rate approved and determined by the Commission which existed

on the date of the obligation." (Order, Finding of Fact No. 1). Similarly, the Order recognized

that a "10-year dispatchable tolling agreement structure is appropriate...." (Order, Finding of

Fact No. 7).

As a result, the only remaining issue before the Commission is a determination of

"DEC's avoided costs, including energy and capacity components, to which Cherokee is entitled

pursuant to PVRPA?"

II. Standard of Review

Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. f 58-27-2150, a party may apply within ten (10) days of

service of the Order to the Commission for a rehearing in respect to any matter determined in the

proceeding. Under S.C. Code Ann. Reg. 103-825(4):

A Petition for Rehearing or Reconsideration shall set forth clearly and concisely:

(a) The factual and legal issues forming the basis for the petition;
(b) The alleged error or errors in the Commission order; and
(c) The statutory provision or other authority upon which the petition is based.

III. Argument

Cherokee is following the procedure set out in the Order. It is concurrently submitting its

notification to the Commission and the other parties in this Docket that it has asserted the LEO

was established on September 17, 2018, and has chosen the avoided cost rate, using the

'he resolution ofCherokee's third issue is encompassed in the Commission's determination of Issue No. l.
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methodology approved by the Commission, as of the date Cherokee established the LEO.

Cherokee will negotiate with DEC in good faith to come to an agreement on the appropriate

pricing for the successor PPA, consistent with the Commission's determination that the avoided

cost rates would be based upon the date of the LEO, if Cherokee makes such an election. Order,

Findings of Fact Nos. 3-5; Conclusions of Law Nos. 3-4.

However, the parties may not agree with respect to an appropriate negotiated payment

mechanism, or what the "avoided cost rate approved and determined by the Commission which

existed" was on September 17, 2018 (the date Cherokee established its LEO). In the event

Cherokee and DEC are unable to reach agreement with regard to the avoided cost rate, Cherokee

files this Petition requesting that the Commission grant rehearing or reconsideration, and

determine that in light of the substantial testimony and related calculations submitted by

Cherokee through its testimony and evidence in this proceeding, "the avoided cost rate for this

facility shall be the $ 110 per kW amount, though if start up costs are reimbursed separately, as

they are in the 2012 Agreement, the rate would be $90 per kW-year." See Cherokee Proposed

Order, page 32 and related record testimony and calculations therein at pp. 29-33.

First, such a determination is appropriate because its avoided cost calculation is the only

calculation in the record of both an avoided cost capacity and energy rate calculated as of the

date of the LEO. Second, such calculated avoided cost rate, including the avoided capacity rate

proposed by Cherokee witness Mr. Strunk, comports with this Commission's Order No. 2016-

349: the avoided cost order approved by this Commission at the time the LEO was created.

Third, the avoided energy rate calculated as of the date of the LEO by Mr. Strunk was virtually

the same as the avoided energy rates provided by DEC in their October 31, 2018 avoided energy

rate schedules. It was only after the hearing that DEC attempted to introduce a much lower
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energy rate ($9 per kW-year lower than Duke's own October 2018 calculations), that is

completely unsupported by any filed Duke testimony. Fourth, such avoided cost rate would

represent a rate that is 24'/o lower than the avoided cost rate calculated by Cherokee using the

September 2018 avoided cost energy prices, fuel prices and Cherokee dispatch parameters

provided by DEC.

The Duke Companies'ate-Filed exhibit indicates that Duke disagrees with Cherokee'

quantification of the September 17, 2018 avoided costs, and is the first time that the Duke

Companies attempted to justify a much lower energy rate than DEC itself proposed in October

2018. In limited reply to Duke's new evidence, Cherokee submitted responsive evidence that the

avoided costs presented in its initial testimony were conservative. Indeed, Cherokee's modeling

confirms that incorporating Cherokee's dispatchability—completely ignored in the DEC October

31, 2018 rate sheet—would result in Cherokee's avoided cost value being $ 119/kW-year,

exclusive of start costs. See "Cherokee Comments on Duke Late-Filed Exhibit, p. 2 (August 12,

2021). Cherokee's Proposed Order also addressed the flaws in the Duke Companies'ssertions

regarding avoided cost rates, including in their post-hearing, Late Filed exhibit. See Proposed

Order, pp. 38-49 and record testimony and evidence referenced therein.
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Accordingly, Cherokee seeks limited reconsideration or rehearing of the Order, requests

that the Commission, in light of the substantial testimony and evidence introduced by Cherokee

in this proceeding, confirm that DEC's avoided costs, including energy and capacity

components, calculated as of September 17, 2018 shall be the $ 110 per kW-year rate as

calculated by Cherokee witness Strunk (or $90 per kW-year exclusive of start up costs), and

grant such other relief as is just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

~IJ h J.Pi I J.
John J. Pringle, Jr.
Adams and Reese LLP
1501 Main Street, 5th Floor
Columbia, SC 29201
Phone: (803) 343-1270
Fax: (803) 779-4749

William DeGrandis
Jenna McGrath
Alexander Kaplen
Paul Hastings LLP
2050 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036
(202) 551-1700
billde randis aulhastin s.com
'ennamc ath aulhastin s.com
alexanderka len aulhastin s.com

Attorneysfor Cherokee County Cogeneration
Partners, LLC

September 7, 2021


